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Before Division One Judges: Lisa White Hardwick, Chief Judge Presiding,
James M. Smart, Jr. and Alok Ahuja, Judges

Karl Thomas and Ambassador Properties, L.L.C. (“Intervenors”) appeal a
judgment denying their claim for possession of real property and damages as
intervenors in an action filed under the Missouri Abandoned Housing Act (“Act”).
Intervenors contend the circuit court erred in: (1) denying their claim for possession
of the subject property; (2) denying their claim for a lien on the property; and (3)
denying their various claims asserted under the U.S. and Missouri Constitutions and
federal law.

AFFIRMED.

Division One holds: (1) The circuit court did not err in denying Intervenors’
claim for possession of the subject property because Intervenors failed to

demonstrate the individuals from whom they allege to have been conveyed the



property ever possessed an ownership interest in the property. (2) The circuit
court did not err in denying Intervenors’ claim for a lien on the property because
Intervenors had notice of the competing claims on the property before incurring any
expenses. (3) The circuit court did not err in denying Intervenors’ constitutional
claims based on lack of standing because Intervenors failed to show they
possessed any interest that could be protected by challenging the constitutionality

of the Act. The judgment is affirmed.
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